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The Christmas Faith 


T IS impossible to live without faith. One has a faith even if he 
believes only in death and despair. A man can believe with his hopes, or 
with his fears. If he believes with his hopes it will be in freedom, God, the 
supernatural, salvation, heaven, immortality. If he believes with his fears 
he will deny freedom and the supernatural, forget salvation and live for 
this world. 

Our fathers believed in their hopes, and they put these beliefs into the 
fiber of life. They found these hopes historically expressed in the Bible. 
They saw them already a fact in the person of the God-man, Jesus Christ. 
They accepted these books, and most of all this Person as the finality of all 
moral and spiritual truth, the very inner soul of all true science. They 
allowed their hopes and outreachings to be fashioned and moulded by these 
stupendous facts to which they corresponded. 

And then by constant emphasis they built them into the warp of the 
life of their day. They read them, they worshipped God through them, 
they sang them, they seriously undertook to dedicate one day in seven to 
their promulgation. 

Because they did these things they built a civilization incomparable in 
human history, not perhaps in its splendor, but certainly in its freedom, 
its exaltation, its humanity, its hope. 

The centre and rock of their faith was the Christmas truth. More than 
we owe anything else we owe it to rejoice therein at this mystic season. 


Omnipotence in flesh ! 

The Infinite a man! 

The Eternal come within 
Man’s brevity of years! 
The awful great I AM! 
Dread Sabbaoth sublime! 
By Mary’s virgin form 
Born in the world of tears! 


The measureless expressed! 
The Godhead seen as man! 
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Our Infinite of thirst 

His Infinite endears ; 

The Infinite in flesh! 

The Absolute in time! 

Vast God for man, immortal, 
As mortal man appears. 


If this is true it is the soul of truth, the one absolute science, the supreme 
treasure of men, their most sacred trust, their one highest devotion. 


The Reformation Principle of Authority 
; By 
Proressor LEANDER S. Keyser, D.D. 


l DO not write as an expert or specialist in church history, nor can I 
take the time to look up and cite many technical authorities; but 
almost anyone who has ever read the history of the Reformation of the 
sixteenth century and the lives of Luther, Zwingli and Calvin, ought to 
know almost offhand what the reformers regarded as the ultimate au- 
thority in matters of faith and practice. Surely they were not Ration- 
alists or Modernists. They did not go through the Bible picking and 
choosing. Never once, as far I can remember from my somewhat exten- 
sive reading in days gone by, can I recall that one of them placed 
“reason” or “experience” above or against the Bible, as the present-day 
liberalistic school is constantly doing. 

Let us note. When Luther nailed his Ninety-five Theses on the door 
of the Castle Church at Wittenberg, he appealed from the decretals of 
popes and councils to the Word of God. He rang the changes on what 
the Bible says concerning true repentance over against the papal indul- 
gences and artificial penances and work-righteousness taught by the 
Roman Church. On the heroic occasion when he stood before the 
emperor at Worms, he appealed to the Bible first, and to reason only as 
it deduced its conclusions from the Bible, and declared that unless he 
was shown from the Word of God that he was wrong, he would recant 
not one word of his writings. In many of our homes and churches we 
have pictures of Luther standing there on that occasion, and he is always 
represented as holding the open Bible before him, and appealing to it as 
the deciding authority. In his disputations with the Romanists he de- 
feated them by citing the Bible, whereas they could cite only church 
fathers, the medieval theologians, and the decrees of the church. 

The Schmalkald Articles, which he wrote, as well as the catechisms 
and the Marburg Articles, are rife with Scripture quotations, and in all 
cases they are cited as authoritative and decisive. When the Protestants 
gathered at Augsburg in June, 1525, their whole appeal was to the Bible 
as the ultimate authority. They never even hinted that human reason 
was their arbiter. The symbol, known as the Augsburg Confession, 
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which was the result of their testimony on that august and epoch-making 
occasion, abounds with Biblical references, always given as if they ought 
to be considered final. 

It may be said that Luther offered some disparaging remarks about 
the James epistle. He did at one time. It should be remembered, how- 
ever, that this was while he was formulating his system of belief. At 
that time there was in the church a good deal of uncertainty about the 
true canon of Scripture, the medieval church having accepted the apoc- 
ryphal books as belonging to the inspired canon. Therefore, until 
Luther had time to look critically into the matter, he could not be sure 
that the epistle of James was not an apocryphal book; therefore, when 
it seemed to contradict Paul, and to teach justification by works instead 
of by grace alone through faith, he thought it must be an apocryphal 
instead of canonical book. As far as I can learn, he afterward changed 
his view regarding this letter, and became convinced that it belonged to 
the inspired canon of Scripture. None of his fellow-reformers ever en- 
dorsed his criticisms on James. 

Here is a significant fact which proves that Luther changed his mind 
regarding James—if anything can be proved. Luther endorsed Melanc- 
thon’s “Apology to the Augsburg Confession.” But what does 
Melancthon do in that document? He proves specifically that James 
does not contradict Paul, and cites the following passages from James: 
1:18, 2:21sq., 2:24. But there is something still more convincing. 
Luther, of course, wrote his Large Catechism with his own hand. In this 
book he quotes James 1 : 6 in full, and in such a context as to prove that 
he was appealing to it as authoritative Scripture. And what about the 
stalwart Lutherans who afterward subscribed to the Formula of Con- 
cord? Did they fight shy of the epistle of St. James? No! They cited 
it just as they did other parts of the Bible. Anyone who may wish to 
check my statements may consult Dr. Henry E. Jacobs’ translation of the 
“Book of Concord,” People’s Edition (see the index, p. 703, and then 
look up the references). 

When the reformers spoke about liberty of thought and conscience, 
they did not mean license, leading to all kinds of individualism and 
anarchy. Luther’s great little book on “The Liberty of the Christian 
Man,” teaches that liberty is found in and through the Bible. It is the 
knowledge of the Bible that breaks the fetters of sin and sets the soul 
free. But he never means license to do and believe just what you please. 
Luther meant “liberty according to law,” not the riot of unregenerate 
reason. While he said that through faith the Christian is the freest man 
on earth, he also said that through love he is the slave of everybody. By 
this paradox he meant what Paul meant when he spoke of “the liberty 
wherewith Christ hath made us free,” and “the liberty of the children 
of God,” and yet at the same time taught that he was the “slave” of 
Christ and debtor to both the Jews and Gentiles. The difficulty with the 
Modernists who want to quote the reformers as making all people free 
lances is, they do not distinguish between liberty and license. 
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In recent years I have had little time to read Zwingli and Calvin, but 
when I did read them some years ago, I recall distinctly that they always 
gave me the impression that their appeal was to the Holy Scriptures as the 
last court of appeal. I remember a sentence from Zwingli, perhaps I 
cannot give it quite verbatim: “I will prove it from Scripture so clearly 
that the most unlearned person can understand it.” Likewise Calvin was 
not rationalistic toward the Bible, but most loyal and devoted. His 
“Institutes” have many philosophical disquisitions, but they always start 
with the clear teaching of the Sacred Scriptures. People may say that 
he rationalized. I reply: No doubt he did; but he always rationalized in 
favor of the Bible and according to the Bible (as he understood it), and 
never against the Bible. 

No, friend Modernist, if you think the reformers, in freeing men from 
the bondage of the Roman hierarchy, gave them license to believe what- 
ever they please, you have misunderstood the whole purpose of the 
great Reformation movement. That movement was an effort on the part 
of evangelical Christians to bring the world back to the Bible. It was 
not to give them leave to hack the Bible to pieces. 

And what is here said regarding the principle of religious authority 
in the sixteenth century, is just as true of the later reformation in Eng- 
land under the Wesleys. I do not believe that the Modernist can rightly 
quote anything from John Wesley that will favor his lax view of Biblical 
inspiration, If Wesley pleaded for liberty of conscience, it was that he 
might be perfectly free to study the Bible for himself and interpret it 
according to what he believed to be its true and literal sense. You can- 
not cite Wesley for your doctrine that most of the Pentateuch was not 
written in the time of Moses or by him. Wesley never hinted that the 
early chapters of Genesis are mere myth or legend or Jewish folklore. 
Let us not permit ourselves to get into that frame of mind which cannot 
understand plain language, but must twist it around somehow or other 
to correspond with our subjective conceptions. That is eisegesis, not 
exegesis. 

Springfield, Ohio. 


The Course of Study and the Bishops 


Y | ‘HE Christian Advocate for December 3, 1925, carried the statement 
quoted below concerning the course of study. It is a statement 
formally released by the Secretary of the Bishops, Bishop E. G. Richardson. 


Courses of Study 


“The Board of Bishops has given most careful_attention to all the interests 
involved in the approval of our courses of study. In response to a request from 
certain of our brethren, the board has been pleased to receive a deputation and to 
give attention to all of the suggestions. We have been anxious that our duty of 
approving the books for our courses of study should be performed strictly in 
harmony with the action of the General Conference. To this task we have brought 
our most careful and prayerful judgment. While we were aware of the impos- 
sibility of choosing books that would fully meet the personal views of all our 
pastors and people, the books in the present courses of study were approved by the 
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board only after careful thought and after a report by a special committee on each 


book that had been called in question. : . : 
“Inasmuch as the course of study for this quadrennium has been fixed in accord- 


ance with the law of the Church, and since the question of the courses of study for 
the next quadrennium has not yet been referred to the board, we are not in position 
to take further action on this subject. Meanwhile we exhort ourselves and all of 
our brethren to avoid controversial agitation and to preach the full gospel of our 
redeeming Lord with the passion that has characterized our Church from the 


beginning.” 

A comment or two seems called for. In the first the books in the 
present course were approved by only a small majority of the Bishops. 
Numbers of the Board have openly expressed their unqualified dis- 
approval, and some of those who have done this were not present when 
the course was adopted so that they had no chance to register their objec- 
tions at that time. Several bishops have talked with me about the matter 
since our presentation at Buffalo. There have been various expressions. 
They have expressed their frank astonishment at the radical teachings 
contained in the books. They have re-expressed their unqualified dis- 
approval of several of them. They have said that books adopted by such 
a narrow majority should not have been adopted at all. They have said 
that the hasty examination made by a small committee of the bishops was 
not sufficient to found an opinion upon. 

As to whether the course is legally fixed for the quadrennium or no 
might be an open question. It is a nice question of law whether that 
which is illegally done can ever be fixed. It is also a nice moral question, 
when the course is causing young men to consider giving up their 
ministry because of the intellectual and spiritual confusion it produces, 
whether Church leaders have the right to allow such a condition to 
continue. 

But we pass these items. There is just one statement in the reply for 
the Bishops to which we object. It is the words, “While we were aware 
of the impossibility of choosing books that would fully meet the personal 
views of all our pastors and people.” In making this statement someone 
(whoever wrote it) is simply raising a dust to becloud the issue. 

The League for Faith and Life did not object to the books upon the 
ground of personal views. We objected to them on the ground that they 
contain teachings contrary to the common Christianity of the centuries, 
and to the established standards of Methodism. 

To present to the Church the view that the differences involved are 
matters of personal opinion within the common outline of faith established 
in the constitution WOULD SIMPLY BE TO MISREPRESENT THE 
FACTS. 

That the second person of the Trinity, the personal Son, who is of 
one substance and eternity with the Father took human nature in the womb 
of the Virgin is not a matter of personal opinion, but is a defined item of 
faith (Articles 1 and 2). 

That Jesus did truly rise from the dead, and took again his body is 
not a matter of personal opinion, but is a defined item of faith (Article 3). 
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That Jesus ascended into Heaven, and will return at the last day to 
judge all men is not a matter of personal opinion, but is a defined item of 
faith (Article 2). 

That the Holy Scriptures are authoritative for faith and conduct is not 
a matter of personal opinion, but is a defined item of faith (Article 5 and 
paragraph 33). 

That Christ’s death is the perfect redemption, propitiation, and satis- 
faction for all sin is not a personal opinion, but is a defined item of faith 
(Article 20). 

That we are accounted righteous before God only for the merit of our 
Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ by faith is not a personal opinion, but is a 
defined item of faith (Article 9). 

Now against the background of these facts concerning the faith of the 
Church take these others concerning the total teaching of several volumes in 
the Course of Study. 


1. They deal negatively with the Virgin Birth of Jesus, minimizing the 
i evidence for it as well as its importance for faith. 

Lewis—301-306 

Rall—New Test. Hist., 34-35 


2. They deal haltingly with the Supernatural, sometimes passing it over, 
sometimes openly antagonizing it. 

Rall—New Test. Hist., 56 

Walker—491, 481-482, 257, 342, 551 

3. They reject as unhistorical the New Testament records concerning 
the resurrection appearances of Jesus. The whole matter is slightingly 
passed over. 

Rall—New Test. Hist., 140-141, 142, 143 

Walker—21 

4. They deny the incarnation, making of Jesus a mere human being who 
attained in some sense divinity rather than the eternal Son of God who 
emptied Himself of His divine glory to take human nature and flesh in 
the womb of the Virgin. : 

Lewis—318, 319 

5. They make Jesus an errant personality who was both uncertain and 
actually mistaken both in his religious teaching and program. 

Illustrations are: His mistaken early idea of the Kingdom. His 
attitude toward demoniacal possession. His uncertainty with respect to 
the cross. His mistaken expectation as to his return. 

Rall—New Testament History, 54-55, 112-113 

Premillennialism—69-70, 71-72 

Lewis—96, 108, 109, 111 

Walker—19-20 

6. They repudiate the great atoning work of Christ. 

Bowne—160, 162, 228 

Rall—New Testament History, 136 
y Lewis—178-181 
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Clarke—Faulkner says he takes the moral influence position, which 
whittles away New Testament truth to near nothing. 

7. They repudiate also the great central New Testament truth of 
Justification by Faith alone. 

Walker—339-340 

Bowne—160 

Clarke—Faulkner says he makes justification dependent upon character, 
which is contrary both to our article, and to the Bible. 

Lewis—178, 180 

8. They deny supernatural prevision in the prophets of Israel and make 
the Bible man’s groping toward God rather than God’s self-revelation 
to man. 

Bowne—83, 44, 80-81 

Rall—Premillennialism, 187, 189, 191-192, also 228ff. 

New Test. Hist., 113 

Clarke—Faulkner criticises his view of Scripture as halting and unsatis- 
factory from the Christian point of view. 

9. They make the Bible and even the New Testament Gospels unreliable 
even as historical records of Jesus. 

Rall—New Testament History, 124-125 

Premillennialism, 58-60 

10. They make the Christian Gospel, as it has been preached through 
the centuries an enlarging human message for which Jesus Christ was 
only partly responsible. 

Walker—30, 36-38, 39-40, 42, 47, 71, 98, 128, 152, 541-542 

11. They set aside the promise of Christ’s final return, 

Rall—73, omits it in summary of truth 

Clarke—Omits it, says Faulkner 


12. They deny the fall of man, which is the occasion for the whole 
redemptive movement and make sin a mere stage in man’s evolution from 
the beast. 

Clarke—240ff 

Bowne—145, 220-221 


These are the facts. These are the facts that were presented to the 
Board of Bishops. They are not the personal findings of one man. They 
are the unanimous findings of a group of many men, who reviewed these 
books with the texts before them. That our findings are mistaken is, of 
course, possible. But the evidence is strongly against such an opinion. 
First, we succeeded in winning the support of a strong minority of the 
Bishops, notwithstanding the presence and commanding influence of the 
Chairman of the Commission who was opposed to us. Second, our opinion 
is strongly sustained by numbers of men in the Boards of Examiners 
throughout the Church. Third, the intellectual confusion wrought by the 
course in the minds of numbers of the young men who have taken it. 
Fourth, the fact that our criticisms have been before the Church during 
three years, and have not been answered. 


128 The Call to the Colors 


The Call to the Colors 


Organ of the “Methodist League for Faith and Life 


December, 1925 


Published Monthly by the Methodist League for Faith and Life in Philadelphia, Pa 
1709 Arch Street, Room 212 
Minimum Membership Fee of $1.00 which Includes a 
Year’s Subscription to the Journal 


Subscription Separate from Membership $1.00 per Year. Single copies 10 Cents 


Editor, Harotp Paut Stoan, Haddonfield, N. J. 


We raise this question. Is there anyone who really believes that the 
Commission would remain silent in the face of these determined and 
increasing criticisms if they had any intellectually respectable answer to 
make to them? 

We are willing to defend our findings. But there is no one who is 
willing to call them in question except where and when a reply seems 
unlikely or impossible. Dr. Rall had his chance to meet these criticisms 
years ago when this writer made them in his presence in the Chicago 
Preachers’ Meeting. Dr. Lewis had his chance to meet them before the 
Philadelphia Preachers’ Meeting this fall. Dr. Rall was present, but 
remained silent. Dr. Lewis declined to be present. One wonders how 
much longer the Church will be deceived by empty words about “men 
with one track minds,” or about “the impossibility of providing a course 
of study that will suit every brother’s personal opinions?” The fact is 
that the Course of Study is in a number of books both halting and negative 
with respect, not to opinions, but to the main items of faith; and there is 
no one who wants to undertake the responsibility of facing specifically this 
statement. 

We are appending excerpts from a few of the letters read before the 
Board of Bishops. They are from prominent Methodists of every part 
of the country. They fully sustain our estimate of the Course of Study 
situation. 

“T have been a member of our Conference Board of Examiners for 
nine years, and I have had young men come to me because they were dis- 
turbed in their faith by some of the things contained in the books. Such 
ought not to be the case. Many of the young men who come into the 
Conferences of the middle west receive their first theological training in 
the Course of Study, and the Course should be built with the idea of 
strengthening their faith in the great truths which made our Methodism 
gloriously victorious in other days, rather than to destroy their armor by 
injecting doubt into their minds.. Let us prepare our young men to go 
forth and preach a positive Gospel.” [From letter of a middle west 
examiner addressed to Dr. Colt as Chairman of the Committee of the 
League before the Board of Bishops, November, 1925. ] 


“T consider the Conference Course of Study a very serious subject 
before Methodism at the present time. Much of the instruction now being 
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given in the name of the Church appears to me to be intended to 
indoctrinate the young life and the child life with an entirely new system 
of theology; and to my mind that new system is so devitalized that it can 
never be used by the Holy Spirit to quicken a generation which is being 
subjected to the most subtle and serious temptations that the world has 
_ ever seen.” [From letter of a Methodist college president, addressed to 


Dr. Colt as Chairman of the League Committee before the Board of 
Bishops, November, 1925. ] 


“Not being able to be in Buffalo next Wednesday, I am taking this 
method of expressing my protest against the unsound teaching found in 
some of the books in the Conference Course of Study. I am feeling this 
much more now than in the recent past. My term on the district has just 
expired, I have been again named as one of the Conference Board of 
Examiners. As I have been trying to line up my work, and have thought 
of some of the boys that will come before me, I have felt that it was 
extremely unwise (not to use a stronger term) to put before them some 
matters found in the Course. They should be well grounded in our own - 
doctrines before being called to meet the teachings that are found there.” 
{From a letter of retiring District Superintendent, reappointed to the 
Board of Examiners in a Conference in the northwest, November, 1925.] 


[We print in full the letter of a distinguished jurist, a judge in the 
courts of one of the eastern states. | 

“T regret that my court engagements will prevent me from going to 
Buffalo with the committee, to protest against some of the books in our 
Conference Course of Study. However, I am writing you my position in 
this matter, which you may read when the committee appears before the 
Board of Bishops, who finally pass on the recommendations of the Com- 
mission on the Course of Study. 

“In our Discipline of 1924, page 174, I find the law of the Church on 
the character of these ministerial studies to be: ‘Only such books shall be 
prescribed as are in full and hearty accord with those doctrines and that 
outline of faith established in the constitution of the Church? 

“Dr. Harold Paul Sloan has shown that there are some books in the 
Course of Study that are not ‘in full and hearty accord with those 
doctrines and that outline of faith established in the constitution of the 

' Church, but are in their implications and teachings absolutely in opposition 
to and destructive of our doctrines and faith. 

“Since this is so, it is very clear that the present Course of Study is an 
illegal one, from the standpoint of the law of the Church, which was, I am 
informed, practically unanimously enacted in the General Conference 
of 1924. 

“As a member of the committee, appointed by the Methodist League for 
Faith and Life, to appear before the Bishops in opposition to these books 


destructive of our faith, I pray that the entire Course of Study shall be 
made to obey the law of the Church above quoted. 
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“In this day of growing disrespect for and defiance of law, it does not 
become any Church Board or Commission to set an example of law viola- 
tion, by forcing on the Church a Course of Study in defiance of its over- 
whelmingly enacted law. 

“Wishing you success in your undertaking, I am, 

“Very truly yours,” 


[Here is another letter too good to be abbreviated. It is from a layman 
prominent in all the connectional interests of the Church, and serving upon 
its great boards. ] 

“November 9, 1925 
“Brethren of the Board of Bishops, 
“Buffalo, N. Y. 


“DEAR BROTHERS: _ 

“The writer was one of the organizers of the Methodist League for 
Faith and Life. The reason for my interest in the promotion of this 
organization is that I discovered, as a member of the last General Con- 
ference (1924) a deliberate purpose to disregard the law of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church and to modify its doctrinal foundations. 

“Serving on the Committee of Education and the Sub-committee on 
Courses of Study in that gathering I heard one of the leading members 
of this Sub-committee, a man who stood close to the Secretary of the 
Commission, say: ‘I know that there are books in the Courses of Study, 
which are heterodox and I rejoice that such is the fact, since it gives the 
young students an opportunity of knowing the mind of the Modernist.’ 
There were probably twenty other members who heard this public state- 
ment which was made by an educator—a member of the Genesee Con- 
ference—and his statement went unchallenged. 

“After the General Conference I made a more thorough examination 
into the facts upon which this controversy was based and discovered that 
my first impression, received at the General Conference, was abundantly 
sustained. I was convinced that there is a group in the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, which has evidently lost confidence in its standards and 
is engaged in a deliberate effort to undermine its doctrinal foundations, 
and openly set at defiance its laws. 

“As a member of the League for Faith and Life, and as loyal member 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church, I want to enter my emphatic protest 
against this intolerable situation. I appeal to you as our chief leaders to 
show the same courage in correcting abuses within the Church that you 
expect political leaders to show in correcting abuses within the State. 
A Church in which law is defied and in which the chief leaders fail, for 
any reason, to correct the situation, cannot with good conscience talk to 
the nations of righteousness or to the people of sacrifice. 

“This issue can no longer be evaded. There are certain books now in 
the Courses of Study, which must be eliminated. It must be a recognized 
fact, to which all thinking persons will agree, that defiance of the 
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doctrines and laws of the Church can never promote righteousness and 
loyalty among our Church membership and constituency. 

“I have talked this matter over with a great many of our leading lay- 
men and find that they are of one mind on the question, 7. e., that the law 
of our Church as defined in the Discipline, must be observed. 

“Yours in the work,” 


[Here are excerpts from a few student letters, young men and women 
who have been confused by the books and teachings objected to by the 
League. ] 


A young man in one of the New York Conferences writes: “I have 
been told that you have a one track mind, and that you are impossible, 
but God bless you. * * * There are very few these days who believe 
that the Bible is the infallible inspired Word of God, and we young fellows 
are either ridiculed, or warned to be careful how we speak. * * * 
Advise me about the League for Faith and Life, I would like to become 
a member.” December 8, 1925. 


“Tam so sick and tired of being taught that the Bible is tradition, I 
could pass out. I just hate what I am learning here. Either the preachers 
had better stop preaching and close the Sunday-schools or I had better 
quit this school. * * * TI can’t stay here and believe my Bible too, 
because all the other girls have changed their belief, and very frankly state 
that they did not want to change it either; but after listening to such 
teachings for a year they did change.” November, 1925. (From a letter 
of one of our young women in training in a Methodist school for religious 
work.) 


First Annual Conference of the League of Evangelical 
Students 


N NOVEMBER 20th, all roads led to Grand Rapids, Mich., where 

the First Annual Conference of the League of Evangelical Students 
met in a four-day session. In a few months’ time the League has grown 
from a group of six at the Constitutional Convention, at Pittsburgh, in 
April, 1925, to an organization of thirty-two Seminaries and Bible Schools 
in every part of the land today. From Canada to Texas, and Oregon to 
New Jersey, and Virginia, aroused by the necessity of a united testimony, 
Evangelical students came to Grand Rapids at the invitation of Calvin 
Seminary. There policy and organization were thoroughly discussed by 
the students, faculty-visitors and speakers. A permanent organization 
was effected with the election of an Executive Committee of the following 
students : 


President! sas seu a ete N. B. STONEHOUSE..... Princeton Seminary 
Vice-President ........ Roya AMDRICH +46... Dallas A 
Searerary: «53% speiss 2% A. A. MacRag........ Princeton * 


IR LOST IA Bb ade DoD Oe W. L. KENNEDY....... Xenia s 
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League plans to prepare lists of books and pamphlets suitable for present- ° 
ing the Evangelical position to the college men and answering their ques- 
tionings. It will encourage the publication of such books and pamphlets 
by men of standing in the world of thought. 

As soon as possible a field secretary will be engaged. 

The League is to make its work known and extend its cause through a 
careful and extensive publicity. It is hoped that the religious press of the 
country will co-operate in this undertaking. 

We have great faith in God. He will carry through the movement 
which was begun in His name and has already been so signally blessed by 
Him. Our program demands earnest effort on our part as well as the 
financial support of friends of the cause. Most earnestly do we covet the 
prayers of all Christian students and Christian people everywhere. 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE. 


William Jennings Bryan 
By 
Rey. Cartton R. VanHoox 


ye JENNINGS BRYAN was born in Salem, Illinois, March 
! 19, 1860, and died in Dayton, Tennessee, July 26, 1925. 

He was a graduate of Illinois College and the Union College of Law, 
Chicago. He practiced law in Illinois until 1887, when he moved to 
Lincoln, Nebraska. 

He soon gave up the practice of law to devote himself to politics. He 
is entitled to lasting remembrance from his fellow countrymen both as a 
statesman and a Christian. 

It was in the historic convention of 1896 that Bryan made his famous 
“Cross of Gold” speech which earned him the nomination for the Presi- 
dency. He was three times a candidate for the Presidency and was as 
many times defeated. But his policies were more successful than himself. 
Numbers of his principles have been since embodied into the law of the 
land. Among these might be listed: the income tax, the direct primary, 
the direct election of United States senators, the prohibition amendment, 
woman’s suffrage, and treaties for peace. 

But it is as a Christian man that Bryan will be most lastingly remembered. 
When John Wanamaker died he wired his son this appreciation of that 
good man: “The Nation loses its greatest merchant, the Christian 
Church its most distinguished layman, the cause of good government a 
pillar of strength, and multitudes a friend,’—and these splendid words 
are not less applicable to Mr. Bryan, who wrote them, than to Mr. 
Wanamaker, of whom he wrote them. The Christian Church has indeed 
lost a distinguished lay leader with his fall. The whole Christian world 
unites to acclaim him one of its noblest characters. Mr. Bryan believed 
firmly in supernatural Christianity. He believed in Jesus Christ as God 
and Man. He believed the divine self-revelation that prepared for Him; 
the miracle of birth that brought Him; those mighty words and deeds that 
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revealed Him; the amazing cross by which He redeemed; and the almighty 
resurrection by which He leads forth into the purpose of God—he believed 
these things, and who that is truly Christian does not believe them? 

In maintaining his faith Mr. Bryan allowed it to become entangled in 
his own thinking with certain speculative positions in current philosophy, 
As a result he felt called upon to repudiate the theory of evolution radj- 
cally and totally. Whether he was correct in this repudiation remains to 
be seen; but the bitter ridicule and mocking scorn that was heaped upon 
him because of this opinion was unquestionably false. Those who have 
the facts do not need to make a laugh. 

It is near four months ago now that this great man, tired out from 
the strain of the trial at Dayton and his recent speaking trip, declared he 
was going to rest awhile. While he slept, God spoke to him and his 
eager soul, as always, followed the call. 

Was he afraid to die? No. Christ, his Master, had gone into the 
grave and dispelled its gloom, and of Him Bryan had declared: “Christ 
has made of death a narrow star-littered strip between the companionship 
of yesterday and the reunion of tomorrow.” With the multitudes who 
loved and believed in him we wait for the reunion of tomorrow. 


Modernism and Martyrdom 


N 1904 Alfred Loisy, professor in the College de France, and widely 

quoted as an authority among Modernists wrote this estimate of his 
life. “I have given myself a lot of trouble in this world with small results 
—I have strewn my intelligence and my activity to the four winds of an 
empty ideal. That has made for me an aimless life, a career that has led 
nowhere. I am gathering up my fragments of life and strength to carry 
them to Marmouse, old before my time, suspected by the Church, 
abandoned by the world, destined to quick oblivion.” It is instructive to 
compare this Modernist lament with the triumphant confidence of Paul in 
Romans, and John in his First Epistle, and of thousands who have dared 
and sacrificed and died for Christ. Modernism has no martyrs, and can 
have none, its negative ideas are too small to inspire such daring, triumphant 
heroism. When men spend their lives in getting people to pare down or 
surrender their faith in the sublimest beliefs they will not have a very 
exalted consciousness if adversity should come, or when the day is done. 
One of the leaders of the Modernist movement in Methodism addressed 
the writer some years ago urging him to come over and espouse the 
Modernist point of view. He said that religion and the Bible had 
become very much richer to him since he adopted his changed views. All 
this is now ten years ago; today, he is in advanced age, facing eternity 
with a shaken confidence, uncertain whether this life is not all. When 
Modernism has made prayer a reaction in the sub-conscious, and denied 
all the miracles it has little left. It has no great certainties, nothing that 
can glorify affliction or failure, or that can light up the end of the way. 
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But faith shouts in the midst of the most discouraging experiences, and 


even at the last still shouts. 


“T am ready to be offered up,” cried Paul. 


“Henceforth there is laid up for me a crown of righteousness, which the 
Lord the righteous judge will give me at that day, and not to me only, 


but to all them that love his appearing. 


” 


Encouraging Facts 


It is always encouraging to know that 
other people are doing the same things 
that we are doing. When enough people 
are doing anything that particular thing 
will be done. 

The effort to preserve to Protestant 

Christianity its common heritage of 
faith is becoming a widespread and 
multiform movement. 
One of the most significant organiza- 
tions is that of The League of Evangeli- 
cal Students created recently at Grand 
Rapids, Michigan. It is an organization 
representing some two thousand students 
in thirty-two seminaries and _ Bible 
schools of America. An account of its 
first annual convention is published 
elsewhere in this issue. The basis of 
this league of students is the common 
Christianity of the centuries. 

In the Presbyterian Church the Lay- 
men’s League has been projected with 
offices in New York City. 

In the Baptist Church there are two 
Fundamentalist movements: The Bible 
Union and the more Catholic Baptist 
group (those not adding Premillennial- 
ism to the creedal basis of Christianity). 

In the Methodist Church there are two 
movements: The Methodist League, 
headed by Dr. H. C. Morrison of the 
Church South, and The Methodist 
League for Faith and Life. 

These various organizations are all 
laying the foundations of a great reli- 
gious movement, that, when it comes 
will lift civilization as the Reformation 
did four hundred years ago. 


Before there can be a revival there 
must be a re-establishment of faith in 
a divine and almighty savior. Before 
the Wesleyan revival Bishop Butler and 
his colleagues had defeated Deistic 
philosophy. When Modernist unbelief 
has been defeated, and there is a wide- 
spread return to faith that reaction will 


be manifest as a mighty spiritual 
revival. 
The New Jersey banquet given in 


Camden on Monday, November 30th, 
was an effective move. The leading lay- 
men of the New Jersey Conference were 
quite generally present. The atmos- 
phere of the gathering was deeply 
spiritual. Guest after guest said, “It 
was like a revival.” There were facts, 
sad facts, but there was no_ bitterness. 
The New Jersey Conference Chapter was 
organized with a membership of about 
two hundred and fifty. The officers are: 
Ministerial Vice-President, Dr. Carlton 
R. VanHook, of Collingswood; Lay 
Vice-President, Mr. William E. Massey, 
of Ocean City; Treasurer, Mr. Howard 
J. Branson, of Vineland; Secretary, Mr. 
A. M. McNutt, of Collingswood. 

The executive committee included the 
officers and besides Judge Clarence L. 
Cole, of Atlantic City; Judge Harold B. 
Wells, of Bordentown; Mr. E. G. C. 
Bleakly and Mr. John D. F. Morgan, 
of Camden; ‘Dr. George H. Neal, of 
Atlantic City. The New Jersey Chap- 
ter now leads the League. Baltimore is 
second with just over two hundred 
members. 


League Dates in the Near Future 


A number of League events are 
scheduled for the first three months of 
the new year. The first will be a ban- 
quet in Philadelphia, at which time the 
Philadelphia Conference Chapter will be 
organized. A committee of the fore- 
most laymen of that conference have it 
in charge. The second event will be a 
general meeting of the League in Phila- 
delphia, to be followed by a mass meet- 
ing in the Arch Street Church. Monday, 
February 8th, is the tentative date fixed. 


An effort will be made to have this 
meeting widely representative. The 
third event will be a mass meeting of 
the League at St. Paul’s Church, Atlan- 
tic City, on Conference Sunday evening, 
March 9th. 


At the general meeting in Philadel- 
phia the proposed amendment to the 
constitution, submitted by the Baltimore 
meeting, will be acted upon. (See Octo- 
ber Catt, page 104). 


